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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth 
in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office 
action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed 
on 10/02/2006 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 10, 17 &18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 



With respect to claim 10: 

Claim 10 recites the limitation "said part" in line 3. There is insufficient antecedent 
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basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 17 recites the limitation "said part" in line 12. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

With respect to claim 18: 

Claim 18 recites the limitation "said part" in line 3. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1 - 23 (Claim 8 was cancelled by applicant) are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hasegawa (US 6,351,886 B1) in view of 
Takahashi et al. (4, 320,824). Hasegawa discloses applicant claims limitations 
except for forming holes (1B, Fig. 3) and groove (47A, Fig. 3) through the shaft 
portion which are taught by Takahashi et al. (see Figs. 1 - 3). 
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With respect to claims 1 , 9 & 17: 

Hasewaga discloses: A method for manufacturing a clutch housing, comprising: 
a first step of forming a work into a pre-product (Steps 1 - 6, Fig. 1) having a shaft 
(middle part of step 6, Fig. 1) portion and an outer drum portion far left & right 
portion in step 6) enclosing the shaft portion integrally with the shaft portion 
(see FIG. 1); 

a second step of working the pre-product (Steps 6 & 7); including forming a hole in 
said shaft portion, said hole extending substantially perpendicular to an axial 
direction of said shaft portion; and 

a third step of providing a spline (lower left & right part starting from step 6, fig. 1 ) on 
an inner periphery of the outer drum portion by flow forming (steps 11-13), and 
forming the pre-product into an almost completed product (step 14, Fig. 1), 
wherein in the first step, an outer peripheral cylindrical portion of the outer 
drum portion is formed while being offset in an axial direction (see starting from step 
6) with respect to the shaft portion so that it is not opposite, in a radial direction, a 
region where said hole is to be formed in the second step. 

While patent drawings are not drawn to scale, relationships clearly shown in 
the drawings of a reference patent cannot be disregarded in determining the 
patentability of claims. See In re Mraz , 59 CCPA 866, 455 F.2d 1069, 173 
USPQ 25 (1972). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify the method as disclosed by Hasewaga by the 
teaching of Takahashi et al. for lubricating and maintenance advantages (Takahashi 
et al, col 1 , lines 45+) as such modification is no more than the use of a well known 
expedient within the field. 

With respect to claims 3, 4 & 1 3: 

Hasewaga further discloses: a step of surface finishing is conducted after the 
third step (see steps 15, 16 & 17 of Fig. 1). 

With respect to claims 5, 15, 20 & 22: 

Hasewaga further discloses: the first step is conducted by hot forging (Col. 1 1 , 
Lines 14 - 15), and the third step is conducted by cold forging (Col. 12, Line 3). 

With respect to claims 6, 7 & 14: 

Hasewaga further discloses: the step of surface finishing includes grinding 
(See step 17 of FIG. 1). 

With respect to claims 16, 21 & 23: 

Hasewaga further discloses: the disk portion becomes substantially 
perpendicular to the axis of the shaft portion and the outer peripheral cylindrical 
portion becomes substantially parallel to the axis of the shaft portion (see step 18 
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of Fig. 1). 

With respect to claims 2, 10, 1 1, 12, 18 & 19: 

Hasegawa discloses applicant claims limitations except for forming holes (1 B, Fig. 
3) and groove (47A, Fig. 3) through the shaft portion which are taught by Takahashi 
et al. (see Figs. 1 - 3). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify the method as disclosed by Hasewaga by the 
teaching of Takahashi et al. for lubricating and maintenance advantages (Takahashi 
et al, col 1 , lines 45+) as such modification is no more than the use of a well known 
expedient within the field. 

6. The statements of intended use or field of use, e.g., "wherein, whereby, etc..." 
clause provides language that suggests or makes optional but does not require 
steps to be performed or does not limit the scope of a claim or claim limitation 
(MPEP § 2106(II,C)). Accordingly, the metes and bound of the claim can not be 
ascertained by one having ordinary skill in the art. 

Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Hung C. Le whose telephone number is 
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571-272-8757. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F: 07:30 am - 
05:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Jack Keith can be reached on 571-272-6878. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
For published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private 
PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- y' 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR/' 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 Q^ftoll- 
free). /y / 

HCL 

02/10/07 



